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b 2319

Mr. EWING changed his vote from
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘present.’’

So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, inas-
much as I have a pecuniary interest in the
amendment offered by the gentlewoman from
New York [Mrs. LOWEY], I am abstaining from
rollcall vote No. 545.

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the last word.

I think my colleagues may be inter-
ested in hearing this.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to
present this proposal to give us a road
map, and I hope that we have got
agreement. To begin with, no more
votes tonight. We will finish the debate
on everything on the bill, debate only,
with the exception of MPP, which we
will take up tomorrow morning under
the following agreement: Zimmer, 60
minutes; Obey, 10 minutes; Kennedy, 20
minutes; Deutsch, 20 minutes.

Tomorrow we would proceed as fol-
lows: The House will meet at 10 a.m.
We will do 10 1-minutes on a side, rule
on the transportation bill, general de-
bate on transportation, get into trans-
portation for about an hour. Then we
would rise after the first vote is or-
dered, take record votes on the agri-
culture bill rolled from this evening, 5-
minutes to summarize Hoke, take de-
bate plus the votes on MPP as I de-

scribed, and the final passage on the
agriculture bill and hope to go home by
3 p.m., not a.m.

b 1120

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.
Accordingly the Committee rose; and

the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. LAHOOD]
having assumed the chair, Mr. KLUG,
Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union
reported that the Committee, having
had under consideration the bill (H.R.
1976) making appropriations for Agri-
culture, rural development, Food and
Drug Administration, and related agen-
cies programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on.

f

LIMITING AMENDMENTS TO BE
OFFERED DURING FURTHER
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 1976, AG-
RICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN-
ISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATION ACT,
1996

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent during further consider-
ation of the bill H.R. 1976 in the Com-
mittee of the Whole pursuant to House
Resolution 188 on the legislative day of
Friday, July 21, 1995, after disposition
of any questions earlier postponed
under the authority granted by the
order of the House of July 19, 1995, no
further amendment shall be in order
except the following—

First, the amendment of Representa-
tive ZIMMER, to be debatable for 60
minutes;

Second, the amendment of Rep-
resentative OBEY, to be debatable for 10
minutes;

Third, the amendment of Representa-
tive KENNEDY of Massachusetts, to be
debatable for 20 minutes; and

Fourth, the amendment of Rep-
resentative DEUTSCH, to be debatable
for 20 minutes, and further—

That each amendment—
First, may be offered only in the

order specified;
Second, may be offered only by the

specified proponent or a designee;
Third, shall be considered as read;
Fourth, shall be debatable for the

time specified, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent;

Fifth, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, except as specified; and

Sixth, shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the
Whole, and further—

That when proceedings resume after
postponement on the amendment of-
fered by Representative HOKE, that
amendment shall again be debatable
for 10 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Mexico?

Mr. WAXMAN. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire
of the subcommittee chairman the
time limits he indicated, are those for
debates for this evening on those
amendments?

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WAXMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New Mexico.

Mr. SKEEN. No, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. WAXMAN. Those are for debate

for tomorrow?
Mr. SKEEN. Yes.
Mr. WAXMAN. And what will we de-

bate this evening?
Mr. SKEEN. Tonight we do whatever

anybody brings up tonight.
Mr. WAXMAN. So we will go on with

other amendments?
Mr. SKEEN. And then roll the votes

until tomorrow and do the MBP tomor-
row.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I with-
draw my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Mexico?

There was no objection.

f

AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN-
ISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATION ACT,
1996

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 188 and rule
XXIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1976.

b 2325

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved it-
self into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1976) making appropriations for Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and
Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies programs for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1996, and for
other purposes, with Mr. SHAYS (Chair-
man pro tempore) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. When

the Committee of the Whole rose ear-
lier tonight, the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from New York [Mrs.
LOWEY] had been disposed of.

Are there further amendments to the
bill?

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HOKE

Mr. HOKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment offered by Mr. HOKE: Page 71,

after line 2, insert the following new section:
SEC. 726. The amounts otherwise provided

in this Act for under the heading ‘‘Public
Law 480 Program Accounts’’ are hereby re-
duced by the following amounts:

(1) The amount specified in paragraph (1)
under such heading, $129,802,000.

(2) The amount specified in paragraph (2)
under such heading, $8,583,000.

(3) The amount specified for the cost of di-
rect credit agreements, $104,329,000.

Mr. HOKE (during the reading). Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the amendment be considered as
read and printed in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask

unanimous consent that all debate on
this amendment and all amendments
thereto close in 30 minutes.

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Chairman, is there a prob-
lem with 20 minutes? 25?

Mr. SKEEN. OK; 25 minutes.
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is

there objection to the amended request
of the gentleman from New Mexico?

Mr. POMEROY. Reserving the right
to object, Mr. Chairman, does the
amendment go to the appropriate title?
To which title does the amendment ad-
dress?

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The
gentleman is adding a new section to
the end of the bill.

Mr. POMEROY. To the end of the
bill?

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Yes.
Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Chairman, I

withdraw my reservation of objection.
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is

there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New Mexico?

Mr. HOKE. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, Mr. Chairman, just for clarifica-
tion, the time will be controlled by me
on our side and by someone that the
chairman will designate in opposition.

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my res-
ervation of objection.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New Mexico?

There was no objection.
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The

gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HOKE] will
be recognized for 121⁄2 minutes, and the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DURBIN]
will be recognized for 121⁄2 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. HOKE].

Mr. HOKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self 4 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, Congressman MEEHAN
and I are offering an amendment that
would reduce the funding level for title
I of the Agricultural Trade Develop-
ment and Assistance Act of 1954 by $113
million to the level requested by the
President and approved in the fiscal
year 1996 budget resolution that we
passed.

Our amendment does not reduce title
II emergency humanitarian food aid,
nor does it reduce title III food grants
for the poorest countries. Indeed, the
Hoke-Meehan amendment would not
deny humanitarian food aid to Bosnia
or any other war-torn or impoverished
country.

Under title I, U.S. agriculture com-
modities are sold on long-term credit

at below market interest rates. The
original objective of title I was to
move large amounts of surplus U.S. ag-
ricultural commodities. In the 1950’s
the program amounted to more than 80
percent of U.S. food foreign aid and
fully 20 percent of the total value of
U.S. agricultural exports.

Today we no longer possess huge ag-
ricultural surpluses. In 1994, title I rep-
resented only about 10 percent of U.S.
food foreign aid and less than one-half
of 1 percent of all U.S. agricultural ex-
ports.

Supporters of title I claim that it
promotes economic development, but
according to the GAO and the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, title I’s con-
tribution to sustainable economic de-
velopment is minimal.

In fact, title I sometimes results in a
short-term increase in the food supply
of some recipient countries, which in
turn drives down the price of local
farm products and distorts the agricul-
tural markets of those countries. This
has resulted in reduced domestic agri-
cultural production, ultimately defeat-
ing our purpose of fostering long-term
sustainable economic development.

In fact, it is for that very reason that
Egypt and Pakistan, whose local farm
economies were disrupted by title I as-
sistance, have pulled out of the pro-
gram completely.

Some supporters argue that title I
develops foreign markets for U.S. agri-
business conglomerates that they
might not otherwise have. But GAO
has found that because title I sub-
sidizes agricultural commodities at
below market rates, whatever market
shares may be gained by U.S. compa-
nies in the short term won’t nec-
essarily develop into long-term com-
mercial relationships at prevailing
market prices. In other words, once the
subsidy is eliminated, the market no
longer exists.

What title I does accomplish is it en-
riches a small number of giant agri-
business conglomerates, like Archer-
Daniel-Midlands, Cargill, Bunge, and
Continental Grain Co., all of whom
maintain a well-funded stable of Wash-
ington lobbyists.

So we have to ask what possible jus-
tification is there for an 80-percent in-
crease in the title I program above the
administration’s request and the budg-
et resolution, especially when we are
trying to balance the budget.

The Hoke-Meehan amendment does
not affect humanitarian aid in any way
whatsoever. It does not touch title II
or title III. Rather, the Hoke-Meehan
amendment is about ending corporate
welfare in the form of Federal subsidies
for a program that not only does not
work, but which has actually harmed
the very people we have intended to
help.

This is a clear example of what hap-
pens when you give a person a fish, but
refuse to teach them how to fish.
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